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References:

&, Attached copy of
Ttr. from Ass't.Dir,
Bureau of Budget,

29 April 1946,

b. Hemo for D,C.I.,
dated 30/L, subject
as below,

SUBJECT: Establishment of the State~War-Navy Coordinating Committee, Sube
Committee for Security Control (Security Advisory Board).

1. The Presidential directive estedlishing the N.I.A. and the C.I,G.,
which was dsted 22 Januery 19L6, was the enclosuwre to N.I.A. Directive No. 1,
dated 8 Pebruary 1946. Hence, a statement contained in the SWNCC ad hoe
committee report of 5 February 1946, that there was no existing departmsntal

r which could then assume the OWI Sscurity Advisory functions, was
eorrect, The hog committes, therefors, recommended that SWNCC set up a
security control committee with a State Department chairman in order to assume
the OWI Board functions. It should be noted, furthermore, that, even during the
period this matter was under study (January - April 1946), C.I.0. was just being
organised, personnel procursd snd initial polioy procedures established,

2, In view of the fact that it took over six montha to set up the SWNCC
Sub-committee for Becurity Control, the old OWI Security Advisory Board having
been abolished on 31 August 1945, the undersigned did not feel it advisable to
stifle committee activity at this late date by initiating an sotion designed to
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8 exl foondlebeasg 260 RS/ Wi C4A-RRFS4n06RRAGNA 1001300 Lifdbred gned,
-dn Ueu thereof, recommendsd that the C,I.0. liaison officers appointed to the
SWHCC Secuxity hﬁnry Board closely observe its funotioning in order to gather
sxperience upon which % base a sound recommendation to the Director of Central
Intelligence as to the desirability of putiing the Board under the K.I.A,

3« ¥r, Appleby, in the referenced letter, believes that N.I.A. should

ake this security aotivity. Although I agree with him in principle, I
feal that we should attend a few of the meetings to determine if there is a
real necessity for much a Board, If there is, it wlll be very easy to put it
under N,I.A. and directly influence its activities by anncunoing a member of the
CeI40s as coordinator, possibly even as chaiyman, depending on the degree of
eontrol desired,

Ly It is quite avident that there are many other intelligence activities
now under the State-War-Navy Coordinating Commities, Joint Intelligence Committee
and other comparable bodies which eventually should be taken under the wing of
CeI:G. A gomplete survey of these bodies might well be initiated to determine
those activities which lend themselves to N.I,A, (C.I.O.) control. Up to this
tdxe some simllar surveys have been initiated, but on rether a piece-mesl basis.
I an over-all survey is conducted, a high-level policy decision must be made am
to how far N.I,A, (C.I1.G,) should go in assuming direct staff supervision of
oommon-interest intelligence activities,

5+ It is believed that Mr. Appleby's letter to Mr. Anderson may result

in N.I.A, baing requested to aasume mtaff supervision of the Security Advisory
Board actlvity at a somewhat earlier date than wes anticipated in our recent
resommandation to Admiral Souers., It is, therefore, recommended that we await
further action on the part of either Mr. Appleby or Mr, Anderson, Acting Chaimman
of the Board, and if this does not materialise, to continue under the current
uﬁm&tﬂ.@m made by the Central Planning Staff to Admiral Souers on this
BALLOY o
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